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and the identity of “each person who attended any meeting of any 
residents" regarding the group home. 

a On February 20, 1994 more than two dozen state and federal 
agents, accompanied by helicopters, descended upon a farm near 
Bakersfield, CA. According to a report in The Washington Times by 
Tony Snow, the agents raced through fields, taking pictures. Why? 
A farmer, Taung Ming-Lin, had inadvertently run over some kan- 
garoo rats with his tractor, The government told the court that Mr. 
Lin "did knowingly take and aid and abet the taking c of an endan- 
gered species of wildlife, to wit, Tipton kangaroo rats.” 

According to a report compiled by Rep. Dick Armey (D, TX), James‏ ٭ 
and Mary Mills of Broad Channel, NY, were fined $30,000 for‏ 
building a deck on their house because, among other things, it cast‏ 
a shadow on a wetland. Indeed, citizens have been prosecuted or‏ 
threatened with prosecution for removing trash on their own private‏ 
property, adding fill dirt on their property, repairing a levee on their‏ 
property, installing a tennis court on their property, and plowing‏ 

their land — all in the name of 

wetlands protection. 

* Because a family member 
had acute asthma and aller- 

gies that were aggravated by 
the plants growing behind 
his Michigan home, Ronald 
Angelocct dumped several 
truckloads of dirt in his 
backyard. As documented in 
Lost Rights by James Bovard, 
the Army Corps of Engineers 
decided to make an example 
out of Angelocci. They 
launched a full-court offen- 
sive, and had him jailed 
for violating the Clean 
Water Act. 

* According to 75e Washington Times, its an offense simply to 
annoy the kangaroo rat. “As much as shining a light on it might 
cost you $100,000 and one year in jail.” 

* [n the Pacific Northwest, the governments efforts to save the spot- 
ted owl have cost 30,000 jobs and reduced lumber harvests from 
5 billion board feet a year to 1.1 billion. The restrictions have sent 
the price of lumber skyrocketing, reports The Wall Street Journal. 
The cost of building a 2,000-square-foot-house has increased by 
some $4,000 since 1992, pricing at least 80,000 potential buyers 
out of the market, 

* “Whereas a headline-making 1986 Audubon Society report said 
that 1,500 spotted owl pairs throughout the United States was the 
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“OUR COMPUTER FILES SHOW THAT YOU'RE AFRAID OF THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT... 
WE'RE HERE TO FIND OUT WHY!" 
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seriously, It may go against the grain for you, who are so accustomed 

to thinking of yourselves as wiser and more sophisticated than the vot- 

ers, but in this case (as in most cases), the citizens are right. 
Schlesinger declares that “Historically ic has been the national 

government that has served as the protector of the powerless ... It 

remains as generally true today as it was when [Alexis de] 

Tocqueville visited America in 1832 that, as he put it, ‘the business 

of the Union is incomparably better conducted than that of any 

individual state ... It has more prudence and discretion, its projects 
are more durable and more skillfully combined, its measures are 
executed with more vigor and consistency." 

Oh, really? We have, apparently, come a long way since 1832. 

Lets look at a sampling of your government at work: 

* John McCurdy, owner of a small herring smokehouse, had a rather 

typical run-in with the Food and Drug Administration. Despite 
the fact that Mr. McCurdy had produced more than 54 million 
fillets over 20 years without a single reported case of food poison- 
ing, the FDA told Mc- 
Curdy he would have to 
change his methods, Un- 
fortunately, thar would 
require $75,000 in new 
equipment he couldn't 
afford. McCurdy closed 
his business and laid 
off his 22 employees, 
according to The Wall 
Street Journal. 
Marj and Roger Krueger 
spent $53,000 on a lot for 
their dream home in the 
Texas Hill Country. But 
The Wall Street Journal 
reports that the Kruegers 
and other owners have 
been barred from building because the endangered golden-cheeked 
warbler has been found in the canyons adjacent to their land. 

* Five homeowners in Bakersfield, CA got a temporary restraining 
order from the state to block a group home for retarded adults in 
their neighborhood. The homeowners complaint was not that 
retarded people were moving in, but that a commercial boarding 
house would open in a neighborhood restricted to single-family 
residences. After a Housing and Urban Development investiga- 
tion, the Justice Department's Civil Rights Division filed a 
federal suit against the homeowners, charging them with dis- 
crimination against the disabled under the Fair Housing Act 
Amendments of 1988. According to The Wall Street Journal, the 
Justice Department has since demanded income tax returns, lia- 
bility insurance policies, details of conversations with their lawyers, 
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[t didn't. | 

According to an April 28 Time/CNN poll, 52 
percent of Americans think the federal govern- 
ment "has become so large and powerful that it 
poses a threat to the rights and freedoms of ordi- 
nary citizens." | 

In May, USA Today published a survey revealing 
that two out of five people surveyed said they "feel 
threatened by the federal government." These 
were not just "angry white males”; of those that 
held that opinion, 41 percent were women. And 
the sentiment was held across the political spec- 
trum; 41 percent were Independents, 39 percent 
Democrats, 34 percent Republicans. 

In another recent poll, a group called the Council 
for Excellence in Government asked: "Do govern- 
ment policies help or hinder achievement of the 
American dream?" 56 percent of those surveyed said 
“hinder”; 31 percent said “help.” Even among those 
receiving government assistance, 47 percent replied 
"hinder" and 36 percent said "help." 

Liberals are flummoxed and distressed by all 
this. In a university commencement address in 
May, ۲۵۱ Director Louis Freeh admitted to being 
startled to hear some Americans say that they 
think government is out to deprive them of their 
Constitutional rights. "To my amazement," he 
said, "there are voices that claim repression by 
government — and fear of government.” 

I am not amazed. Forty years of liberal big-gov- 
ernment policies have created more and more in- 
trusive federal regulations, Government power and 
government rules may be user-friendly to liberal 
politicians and pundits, but to the average guy they 
are nightmarish tentacles reaching into every area 
of his life. 

It is not startling that average citizens, with aver- 
age concerns, want to rein in a government they fear 
has grown too powerful. My advice to Mr. 
Schlesinger, Director Freeh, and all you liberals 
bewildered by the so-called hostility to big govern- 


ment our there, is to take the concerns of the people 
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ecent months have witnessed an 
attack of unprecedented passion 
and ferocity against the national 
government," wrote the liberal his- 
torian Arthur Schlesinger Jr. in an 
op-ed in The Wall Street Journal on 
June 7. “There has not been so basic an assault on 
the national government since the Civil War.” 

He is talking, my friends, about Republicans, 
“the antigovernment wrecking crew on Capitol 
Hill.” Schlesinger scorns “their mania for devolu- 
tion and deregulation — that is, for dismantling 
the national government, shifting its functions to 
the states and repealing or eviscerating national 
laws that protect the consumer, the investor, the 
worker, the minorities, the poor and the dispos- 
sessed...” etcetera, etcetera. 

Of course, Schlesingers piece, "In Defense of 
Government," also takes on the way certain citi- 
zens are talking about government, describing it as 

"unbridled rhetor "the flow of angry words" 
from “the wilder shores of unreason. 

Liberals are, in fact, angry and appalled that so 
many citizens mistrust the government. Which is 
why they have been arguing with the results of the 
1994 elections — as clear a message as there cver 
was that Americans want to rein in government 
power — since election day. No, no! They're say- 
ing to the public. Youve got it all wrong. You need 
us, you stupid idiots! 

After the tragic April 19 Oklahoma City bomb- 
ing, the left was stunned that public opinion 
about government didnt reverse itself — especial- 
ly since a number of liberal Democrats, including 
the President, and most of the media, had pulled 
out all the stops to pretend that somehow “ant- 
government rhetoric" was to blame for the terrorist 
act. As Mr. Schlesinger's long essay reveals, liberals 
clearly expected that once they had issued. their 
stern warnings making wariness of government 
politically incorrect, the desire to limit govern- 
ment would go away. 
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fast that Chrysler could not adequately sup- 
ply the market,” resulting in a six-month 
wait for Japanese buyers. The moral is: when 
you offer a product the customer likes, it 
sells. The fact remains that Japanese con- 
sumers prefer Japanese cars (as do many 
Americans, apparently), But so what? Most 
of us prefer American computers. 

It disregards other business. Japan sells us 
cars; we sell Japan T-bills and U.S. real 
estate. (Not a good buy for them, by the 
way: of the $77 billion the Japanese invested 
in U.S. real estate from 1985 to 1994, about 

50 percent of the value has evaporated, 
according to Fortune magazine. 
“Cumulative real estate losses, includ- 

ing those of Japanese banks thar lent 

to U.S. developers, top $50 bil- 
lion.") Regarding the huge Japanese inves 
ment in Treasury bonds, The Wall Steg 

+ Journal's George Melloan writes-," The | 
| Japanese have, in effect, been producing cars - 
| and electronic goods for ہے‎ 

American consumers in f 
_ exchange for rapidly 

depreciating IOUS į 
| from the U.S. 
` government." 

It will hurt 
Americans. Walter Hui- 
zenga, president of the 
American International 
Automobile Dealers Asso- 
ciation, predicts that the 
Clinton Tariffs would en- ۹ 
danger 81,000 American jobs — 77 
and threaten 2,028 dealerships in the 
United States. “These guys would be dead 
in the water,” Huizenga says. The Japanese, 
on the other hand, would simply turn 
around and sell those cars in Europe. 

Toyota has already stopped ordering 
from 33 U.S, companies that make air 
bags, seat leather, glass and other parts for 

the Lexus. At one of the supplier's facto- 

ries, 650 American workers have been 
laid off. 

As James K. Glassman wrote in The 
| Washington Post: “Trying to open markets 
| abroad by raising tariffs at home is like 
| telling a robber that, if he steals 
| 
| 


your watch, you'll retaliate س‎ ^ 
by shooting yourself.” 
He's exactly right. | 


The Clinton e) NP x, 
Tariff may Aia = E 
۱ ۹ 
| be aimed at’ 
Japan, folks, but 
| it will end up f 


A 


"x 


| 










ee سے‎ 


























World Trade f 


HN 









Journal poll, 72 percent of those 
surveyed approve of Clinton's deci- 
sion "to impose import duties on 
| Japanese luxury cars in order to 

pressure Japan to open its mar- 
kets," while 19 percent disapprove. 

With a poll worded that way, I’m sur- 
prised 100 percent didn't approve. But 
what if the pollsters had asked the follow- 
ing: Do you approve of Clinton's decision 
to impose import duties on Japanese luxury 
cars if it means you will have less choice, at 


higher cost, with a loss of availability of — 


other products and a possibility of global 
economic upheaval as a result? What do 
you think the poll results would 
have been then, hmmm? 

Let's look at a few salient points that 
neither the Administration nor the poll- 
sters will tell you about the Clinton Tariff: 

It punishes improvement. Despite what 
you've heard, Japan’s car import track record 
(though still spotty) is improving. In the first 
four months of this year, Japan imported 

41 percent more cars than last year. 

German cars did best in this mix, but 
sull, Ford and Chrysler sales to Japan dou- 
bled. According to the Japan Automobile 
Importers Association in Tokyo, sales of 
imported vehicles in Japan have risen for 19 
consecutive months. 

It threatens a fragile economy. The Japanese 
consumer market has fallen flat, its banking 
system is tottering, industrial production 
has dropped almost 8 percent since 1991, 
and the country is in recession. Indeed, the 
Japanese economy had zero growth last year. 
So now is the time for Bill Clinton's crack 
economic team to dictate to their markets? 

Its a clear violation of trade rules. The Ad- 
ministration’s actions defy NAFTA and 
GATT, its only foreign policy successes. 
Because we've punished the Japanese 
unilaterally, they have filed a com- ~X 
plaint with the 
Organization — a case that trade spe- 
cialists expect Japan to win handily. In 4 
fact, Secretary of Commerce Ron 
Brown admitted that the U.S. was “unsure 
of its legal standing” on the tariff, 

It ignores market facts. The Japanese drive 
on the left side of the road, so their steering 
wheels are on the right; Japan is a crowded 
country with very expensive gasoline, so 
motorists prefer subcompact cars, But 
Detroit sends Japan relatively few cars that 
fill those needs. “Once Chrysler introduced 
the right-hand Jeep Cherokee in January 
1993,” says C. Douglas Smith of Toyota 


Motor Sales, U.S.A., “demand increased so | hitting America. 
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BOOMERANG 
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44 o we lose the Lexus 
vote in Greenwich." 


This was the way an 
unnamed Clinton aide, as quot- 
ed in The New York Times, 

shrugged off the conse- 
quences of this Admini- 
stration's decision to slap 


| | 100 percent tariffs on 13 






Japanese “luxury” cars, as 
of June 28. 

Folks, if this Administra- 
tion truly believes that the only 
thing that hangs in the balance 
here is the voting habits of a 

few rich people in Connecticut, we are 

in deep Auso (a little Japanese lingo, there). 

But this anonymous official is not the 
only member of the Clinton Administra- 
tion who's out to lunch on the issue. 
Right after the $5.9 billion in sanctions 
were imposed, Laura D'Andrea Tyson, head 
of Clinton's National Economic Council, 
declared to reporters: “What makes this 
trade disagreement different is that this 
time the Japanese are divided, and we are 
unified.” As The New York Times noted, 
“That proved wrong.” 

Indeed. Members of the Administration 
concede that they misjudged the rigidity of 
the Japanese position. They figured thar U.S. 
Trade Representative Mickey Kantor could 
huff and puff, and sayonara! the Japanese 
House of Protection would blow down. But 
several Clinton officials now admit they were 
“over-optimistic” about how Japan would 
react to gaiatsu (foreign pressure). 

Driven by focus groups and polls, this 
Administration is ignoring history, sound 
economics, and the facts in a desire for 
Clinton to appear to be tough ... some- 

: where in the world. Here's Vice President 
5 Algore on “Larry King Live’: If [the 
? Japanese] in any way misjudge the strength 
and resolve of the President in pursuing 
this, they're making a serious mistake.” 

What we have here, folks, is the Presi- 
dent's approach to international trade: Talk 
loudly and carry a big tax. 

Make no mistake: Clinton's moves are 
primarily for domestic political consump- 
tion. According to a recent NBC/Wall Street 
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million a year on legislation and "voter edu- 
cation" and employs 22 registered lobbyists. 
" AARP's public policy agenda is based on the 
preferences and concerns expressed by our 
members through polling, focus groups, 
field activities, letters and telephone calls," 
claims Deets. But the truth is, the AARP lead- 
ership disregards the views of its members. 
“I’m for universal access to comprehensive 


| health care for all Americans of all ages, 


including long-term care for the dis- 
abled,” Deets told The Boston Globe 

in 1989. AARP has put its muscle be- 

hind the Medicare Catastrophic 
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included massive tax increases. 
The law quickly became a PR 
disaster — I’m sure you re- 

member the news footage 
of little old ladies pummel- 
ing sponsor Dan Rosten- 
kowski as he tried to get into his 
limo. The wave of elderly outrage was so 


intense the law had to be repealed. 


ndeterred, the AARP last year lobbied 
T [s for President Clinton's 
health plan cven though most AARP 
members opposed it. In its December 1993 
issue, the AARP Bulletin reported: “Approx- 
imately 25,000 AARP members filled out a 
coupon in the October Bulletin asking for 
their ‘first reaction’ to Clinton's proposal. Of 
those responding, 82 percent opposed the 
plan, while just 17 percent supported it.” 

For disregarding the views of its member- 
ship in pursuit of money and a partisan agen- 
da, the AARP receives $86 million a year in 
federal funds. It is also in a dispute with the 
IRS over whether the insurance premiums it 
receives from members should be considered 
taxable income. In April 1994, AARP paid the 
IRS $135 million “in lieu of taxes on revenue 
from insurers,” according to the Associated 
Press. As it continues to negotiate with 
the IRS, the group will pay another $15 
million this year. 

Sen. Alan Simpson (R, WY) is holding 
hearings to review ۸۸۸۶ activities and non- 
profit status. “This is a vast business empire 
that has figured out how to gimmick the 
nonprofit laws,” says Simpson. He accused 
the group of “frightening senior citizens” 
with “reckless and irresponsible statements” 
to influence policy, Well, of course. Straight 
out of the liberal handbook. 
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accommodates over 1,700 
employees, who are paid $59 million a year. 
Executive Director Deets himself makes over 
$286,000 a year. All this is paid from annual 


revenues of $382 million, less than half of | 


which comes from membership dues, The 
rest derives from AARP's "nonprofit activities. 

But income is only part of the story. A 
high-ranking AARP staff member, quoted in 
Money, exults: "Our ideology is "big." Big- 
government liberalism, that is. In 1988, 
AARP's 321-page Federal & State Legislative 
Policy Guide endorsed massive tax increases 
and defense cuts, but opposed a balanced 
budget amendment and line item veto, It 
endorsed more regulation, an increased min- 
imum wage, federally subsidized housing for 
the elderly, new taxes on long-distance 
phone service, increased energy taxes, and — 
surprise! — government-run health care. 

The Seniors Coalition, a one-million- 
member conservative seniors group also 
based in Washington, analyzed AARP 492- 
page 1995 policy agenda, “Toward a Just 
and Caring Society,” which still opposes a 
balanced budget amendment and continues 
to support more welfare spending and feder- 
al regulation. The analysis concluded: “If 
AARP has its way, within 10 years Americans 
will be paying an extra $800 million to $1 
trillion in new taxes — a potential increase 
of almost $10,000 per household.” 

To advance its agenda, AARP spends $35 
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ost people think of AARP, the 
T American Association of Retired 
i Persons, as an organization help- 


ing little old ladies and 
gents cross the prover 
streets of life. They pro- 
vide job training and 
placement, a mail-order 
pharmaceutical service, a 
supplemental health insur- 
ance program, a monthly 
magazine, discounts on air- 
line tickets, rental cars, hotels, 
and vacation packages. 

But behind the “nonprofit” 
organizations jealously- 
guarded image as a service 


organization for the Golden Girls So 


a mammoth liberal lobbying machine feed- 
ing at the public trough, raking in money, 
and claiming they dont have to pay taxes. 
And now the AARP is battling the Republi- 
cans to prevent a balanced budget — which, 
in the view of AARP Executive Director 
Horace Deets, “has the potenual to be the 
most serious threat to Medicare, maybe one 
of the biggest battles we've faced in a num- 
ber of years.” 

Founded in 1958 by retired teacher Ethel 
Percy Andrus, the AARP’s stated goal is "to 
promote independence, dignity and purpose 
for older Americans." But the groups true 
goal is to be big — real big. "Join the Asso- 
ciation that’s bigger than most countries," 
trumpeted AARP ads in the 1980s. The 
group now has 33 million members — near- 
ly a third of all voters — with more than 
3,500 chapters and ten regional offices. After 
the Catholic Church, the AARP 1s the largest 
membership organization in the country 

Modern Maturity, the associations maga- 
zine, advertises AARP’s various money-mak- 
ing services, but refuses to accept ads from 
competing companies or organizations. The 
magazine, “free” with an $8 annual mem- 
bership fee, is mailed to over 20 million 
homes, making ıt the biggest in the country, 
five times larger than Time. In 1994, the 
group paid the postal service $2.8 million to 
settle accusations that it improperly used 

nonprofit mailing privileges in 1991 and 
1992. Still, AARP sends out so much mail 
with its magazine and fund-raising program 
that it has its own zip code. 

AARP's opulent Washington, D.C. head- 
quarters — nicknamed "the Taj Mahal" — 
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nomic reasons for liking it, but you've also said it has moral 
components as well. 
Forbes: The fat tax would remove a major source of 
corruption from our political system. The reason we 
have so many lawyers and lobbyists and accoun- 
tants in Washington is to try to manipulate, or 
get favors, or gouge the competition, in a mon- 
strous code that absolutely no human being 
can possibly understand. That goes against 
the spirit of democracy; a tax system should 
be simple and understandable. One of the 
reasons we've had deterioration in the quali- 
ty of life in this country is because of the heavy 
burden of taxation, and the fact that the tax code is 
not trusted or respected by the American people. 
Another reason is the political manipulation of the 
value of money, an issue nobody is talking about. If 
the government cannot have integrity in the tax 
code, and cannot treat the money with integrity, 
it's no surprise that you sce a deterioration in 
other aspects of life as well. 

The place to start is to get a tax code that 
people feel good about. No one likes to pay 
taxes, but they want to believe that the sys- 
tem is fair and understandable and nor 
open to behind-the-door manipulation. 
They would also like money that does 
not change in value, that is not a play- 
thing of politicians or central bankers 
or treasury secretaries, but is stable. 
Imagine if you had the first $36,000 for a fami- 
ly of four exempt from tax, and only a 17 percent 
rax on anything you earn above that. Combine 
that with being able to get a 30-year, fixed-rate 
mortgage of 4.5 percent — which yeu could in 
this country until che early 1960s, before we went 
to this political manipula- 
tion of money. Imagine how 





days to do a few short years ago. 

Rush: Unless you're computing your tax bill. 

Forbes: Not because you cant understand it; you don't know 
what numbers to put down. 

Rush: Exactly. Now, you've been said by some in the press to have 
a desire to seek the presidency if the things you believe in are not 
being adequately represented in the current Republican field. Are 
these reports about your interest in seeking the Republican presi- 
dential nomination true? 

Forbes: They are. 1 am thinking about it. The current crop of 
candidates, unfortunately, does not seem to have the vision for the 
future of what this country can do, and they certainly have not 
been adequately addressing how you remove the obstacles to realiz- 
ing that potential. 

Rush: Nobody in the field inspires you. 

Forbes: Not yet 

Rush: Is there somebody who's not in who could get in, other 
than you, who would inspire you? 

Forbes: | think Newt Gingrich understands the importance of 
ideas, understands the importance of occupying the high ground 
morally, and I think that what he doesn't know about economics 
and foreign policy he could learn very rapidly. So if he got in, that 
would change the dynamic of the race in a very positive way. 
Rush: It would be foolish to assume that there isn't a little bit of 
him that's intrigued by the possibility. Let's say you have the 
Republican Revolution embodied in Mr. Gingrich and represented 
by the type of Republican who swept to victory in the House in 
1994, When you look at the current crop in the Republican presi- 
dential field, you dont find the kind of Republican who won in 
November represented. Regardless of what one thinks of Dole, it 
can be objectively said he's not the revolutionary that the House 
Republicans are. So with Newt Gingrich now the agenda leader 
and the energy driving the agenda, and with Doles ascension every 
week as a leader in the polls, let’s say Dole gets the nomination. 
What happens to the Republican revolution led by Gingrich if the 
titular head of the party becomes a non-revolutionary such as 
Senator Dole? 

Forbes: It's very important that 


My conversation with 





Forbes: Yes. When you have a flat tax, there goes 
a lot of the source of political contributions. 5o 
you remove a form of political pollution, but you 
also remove a source of gravy for some of these 
people. I think they have this Depression-era 
hangover of not believing that by freeing the 
economy, the economy will do extremely well. 
They have this notion that they must guide and 
direct it, or it won't work. They misread the causes 
of the Depression, and the lessons of the 
Depression. These bad ideas have hung over for 
60 years — they're still taught in the classroom — 
that if you don’t intervene in the economy, if you 
don't have “wise” people guiding the economy, its 
going to fall Hat on its face. 

Rush: I'm sure youve heard people say: “Hey, Forbes just wants 
more for himself. He's a typical rich guy; all he’s trying to do is cre- 
ate policies so Forbes can do better himself.” How do you deal 
with that kind of criticism, and the criticism leveled at a particular 
class of people in this country? 

Forbes: | think you have to ask, in return: How do you get an 
economy that makes it possible for people of humble circumstance 
to get the tools and the capital to better themselves in life? The 
essence of the American dream ts being able to discover and devel- 
op your God-given talents, and to do the same for your children. 
What kind of an economy will make that possible? How do you 
get the tools to the people? How do you get capital from people 
who may not need it, to those who have the ideas, the drive, the 
ambition to put it to good work? Removing obstacles doesn't 


enrich rich people. They are 





© Malcolm S. Forbes, Jr, head of Forbes 
=à Inc and editor-in-chief of Forbes 
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X debate in America. I learned a 
pe great deal from his trenchant 
= : economic and political analy- 
4 sis, and so will you: 
E 
— Rush: You are profoundly inter- 
ested in economic growth as an 
ideal, as a political concept, as some- 
` thing the Republican party 
` — should embody. Does the cur- 
= à rent Republican party, from the presidential 
| field to Congress, adequately sponsor this con- 
=à ceptas far as you're concerned? 
"dre Forbes: [hey do in the abstract, but | 
K think sometimes they don't fully under- 
PV stand what makes economic growth possi- 
- wy ~~ ble. It’s removing tax burdens, it's remov- 
| Î ing regulatory burdens. That's why 
c ےہ ا‎ Reagan had it right, and why Gov 
: i oe Whitman in New Jersey had it right. If 
LI you want to reduce the tax burden on the 
| economy, you have to make that the center of 


your strategy, the center of your budgeting process 

Otherwise they'll always find excuses why it cant 
«be done. We saw that play out in the Senate. 

They also need to 

be reminded that balanc- 


already doing very well. Their 
bank accounts are very nice. The 
question ts, How do you make it 
possible for others to better 
themselves, and better the oppor- 
tunities for their kids? 


Rush: I'm amazed, as I talk to people, Forbes: It has to start with explaining what 


much easier that would 
make it for families to 
raise children. 

Rush: No doubt about it. My next ques- 
tion is designed to help counter the argu- 


the Republicans have a candidate 
who understands the true dynam- 
ics of economic growth and oppor- 
tunity. Values and economics are 
two sides of the same coin. You 


economics is. Economics is not 
numbers. Economics is people 
doing business with one another 
— whether it's kids trading cards 
or adults trading materials to 





E ing the budget is not an 
© end unto itself; it is a 
—" means to an end of enabling this 
country to grow again. When you 
look around — and you probably see 


how some of the most fundamental 
concepts of economics are misun- 
derstood by the vast majority of 
the people who make this country 





work. What needs to be done? 


ment that a 17 percent Hat tax is only a 
tax break for the rich. I have grown 
weary of hearing the constant repeti- 
tion that everything’s a tax break for 


the rich. Now because of the 


make automobiles. Economics 
has a moral foundation, especially 


in a free enterprise economy, 
where no one is forced to buy a 
product or service you offer. 


cant have economic growth with- 
out values — such as thrift, trust, 
willing to take risks, to impart 
education, to give a sense of right 
and wrong. You cannot divorce the 





endeavors you have undertaken, 

you know most of America’s most 

successful and in some cases wealthiest people. Do 

most of these people, the so-called evil rich — who only, 

it is said, care about themselves — agree with you? Do they 

want economic growth, opportunity for everybody, a flat tax 
— not because it’s going to somehow mean so much more to 
them, but because it's going to mean so much more to America? 
Forbes: There are always a handful of people who think prosperi- 
ty has stopped with them. But in this country, dynamism and 
change are absolute characteristics, and have been for over 200 
years. Because you have prosperity one year does nor mean you're 
going to have it the next. People's preferences change. products 
change, techniques change. When you say somebody is rich, it 
does not mean they have, for the most part, a large pile of gold 
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two. We do have an enormous 
opportunity. But if we dont have a 
candidate who realizes this, that candidate will not win the elec- 
tion, period. Even if he won, he would not have the energy — 1 
mean the intellectual energy and understanding — to uncork the 
potential of this country. 

Rush: This is not a pretty picture you paint. 

Forbes: Well, if Gingrich is in the House, Gingrich does not 
make the State of the Union address. You need a dynamic execu- 
tive to go along with the dynamic legislature, and then great things 
will happen. Right now the polls reflect name recognition. They're 
simply snapshots of what is currently out there. They dont tell you 
where to go and they don't tell you how to get there. Once the race 
gets underway, the polls will change dramatically. 

Rush: Back to the flat tax for a second. You've explained your eco- 





Rush: We've just received some 
bad news about the GDP for the 
first quarter of this year, and it appears that in the short term 
things are slowing down. Yet, you're an optimist. How would you 
square the recent economic news with your theories that we're on 
the verge of a boom? 

Forbes: The reason the economy has been rather sluggish, and 
why weve had the slowest recovery in the post-war period, is a 
combination of high taxes — what we did in 1993 — and the 
Federal Reserve mistakenly raising interest rates. But if we remove 
the obstacles to growth, which means redoing the tax code, 
putting in a monetary system that will allow the kind of interest 
rates our parents and grandparents enjoyed, then this economy 
will expand enormously. High technology is giving us tools to do 
things more efficiently, faster, and also to create countless and 
pha is new industries, We're already beginning to see the 
ruits of it. Take the calculator. A calculator todav ; "AE 
anyone can learn to use one. Thus even those id ege 
dunces can now do mathematical calculations in a matter of sec- 


onds or nanoseconds that would have taken math whizzes hours or 





it better than most people — at the 
opportunities in technology, at the 
‘opportunites opened up by the end of the Cold 
War, you see were on the verge of an extraordi- 
nary expansion. But weve got to get the tax 
code fixed, which means scrapping it and get- 
ung a flac tax. We've got to get sound money, 


honest money, so we can get low interest rates. If 


you took low interest rates with a sensible monetary 
system, and combined that with Dick Armey’s flat tax 
plan, this economy would take off like a rocker 
Rush: So whars the impediment? I mean, you know this and I 
know this, and a lot of people know this — Newt Gingrich knows it. 


I question whether some Republicans actually believe the truths of the 


80s, but I think those are dinosaurs, and we can hope for a meteor. 
Forbes: Put 'em in Jurassic Park. 


Rush: Exactly. Bur still, why is there such fundamental, philo- 


sophical opposiuon to the policies that would lead to growth? 


Forbes: lcs a matter of losing contro] — 
Rush: — and power. 








very time Japan is going through a serious crisis, at the very ume 
people are beginning to question the dominance bureaucrats have 
in Japan, we're pursuing trade policies that give more power to 
people who are losing credibility in their own land. 

Rush: What about the American consumer? 

Forbes: The American consumer comes out on the short end of 
the stick. If you earn money, you should have the right to buy 
what you want, and to buy where you want it from. Why should 
politicians say, “We don't want you buying that model of car; we 
want you to buy this model of car"? It should be your choice. 
Rush: Let's say the trade war happens as it's threatened. How long 
before the same consumers who identify Japan as an enemy in 
focus groups then say, "Hey, wait a minute! We didnt mean we 
wanted to pay an additional $2000 for an American car we dont 
really want. We didn’t mean we didn’t want to be able to buy 
our Japanese VCRs. Give us our choice back!”? How long 
u ee Fwould itimker 

` |__| Forbes: A fairly short period of time. I 
= =æ nm don't think people have been told that 
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Clinton wants to raise the prices of things 
they buy. Just remember: one of the 
principle triggers of the Great Depres- 
sion, and the reason it was so deep, 
was the Smoot-Hawley tariff — done 
in the name of helping American indus- 
try, of helping the American farmer, 
and it ended up almost destroying 
Western Civilization. 

Rush: On my program we call the 
Japanese tariff proposal the “Slick 
Hawley” tariff act. 

Forbes: Right on. 

Rush: One final thing. I’m amazed, as I 
host my program and talk to people, how 
some of the most fundamental concepts 
of economics are misunderstood by the 
vast majority of the people who make this 
country work, What do you think needs 
to be done to provide a basic education 
on economics? 

Forbes: It has to start with reforming 
the definition of what economics is. 
Economics is not numbers. Economics 
is people doing business with one another — whether it's 
kids trading cards or adults trading materials to make 
automobiles. Economics has a moral foundation, especially in 
a free enterprise economy, where no one is forced to buy a 
product or service you offer. If you don't offer something that 
people want, then you fail. You have to offer things people wish 
to buy. That is a very moral system, because you don't succeed 
unless you're making somebody happy. 

Rush: Steve, I’m happy that our 500,000 readers are going to read 

this, because you've said some of the most commonsensical yet 

brilliant things I’ve ever heard. Best to you, and keep applying the 

pressure. There are a lot of people who will applaud every action 

you take in trying to see to it that your vision is represented in the 

future of the country in its political system. 

Forbes: You continue, too. The election last November would 

not have happened if you hadn't prepared the ground with your 
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work over the years. | 
Rush: That's very kind, but all I do is benefit from learned 


people like you. You guys say it, I repeat it, and everybody 
thinks I'm smart. a 
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it. You talk to 50 different economists, you'll get 50 different 
analyses of whether or not there's inflation. Yet we all know these 
interest rate increases will slow the economy, as they have. Whats 
been the thinking behind them? 

Forbes: One of the obstacles to a prosperous economy is bogus 
economic theory. And one of those theories that has to be 
expunged from our minds, or at least from policy makers’ minds, 
is the notion that prosperity causes inflation. The idea is that with 
prosperity you have rising prices which means rising inflation; 
therefore if you want low inflation, you must have more unem- 
ployment. Under this theory — which is wrong — central bankers 
think it’s bad that people are going to work, that they have smiles 
on their faces. You never see a central banker with a smile on his 
face. Their view is that when the world is doing well, they've got 
to stamp it out. So last year when the economy started to pick up 
some steam, the Federal Reserve said, “Oh, my gosh! A prosperous 
economy will mean inflation will come 
back, so we've got to stop it.” 

Rush: Your point is proved by 
examining the 80s, when we brought 
inflation down with some of the most 
consistent years of unbridled growth 
we've ever had. 

Forbes: Exactly. Inflation went from 13 
percent to 3 percent during our longest 
peacetime expansion. The same thing 
has happened in other countries. 
History shows you can have non-infla- 
tionary prosperity. But because of 
bad economic theory, were having a 
sluggish economy now. 

Rush: So are we totally dependent on 
the whims of the central bankers to raise 
or lower interest rates? 

Forbes: This is where people sense, 
even if they're not economists, that 
something is wrong. Why should the 
value of money, or the level of interest 
rates, be dependent upon people who are 
unelected, who think they know more 
than we do? Why should money be in 
the hands of politicians? It wasn't for 175 
years of our history, and we did all right. 
We got low interest rates. We grew. 
Rush: Would you be in favor of getting rid of the Fed? 

Forbes: What you need is a monetary system that is out of the 
hands of politicians and has an anchor — and I hate to say this, 
because people think you're kind of crazy — like G-O-L-D. It 
worked for 175 years; we ve got to get something like it, a modern 
variation of it, again. | ! 
Rush: We at The Limbaugh Letter don’t think you're crazy. We'll 
go on record. Now what about the looming trade war Japan, the 
100 percent tariffs on certain cars? This cannot possibly resonate 
well with you. 

Forbes: This is where I'm disappointed with the Republicans, 
who, after looking at focus group data showing people dont like 
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Japan and its trade practices, have not been willing to tell the truth 


about this Clinton plan. In the name of free trade, the Clinton 
Administration wants to give more power to bureaucrats and 
politicians. They want to have bureaucrats tell you how much you 
should buy, and who you should buy it Sie i managed 
trade.” Another way of putting it is, “socialism lite. its a power 
play in the name of free trade, and it should be blocked. ۸۲ the 


country, whereas demand for automobiles and everything else is 
considered a good thing? When auto sales go up, the headline says: 
AUTO SALES UP. You don't see a subhead, CRISIS PROCLAIMED: 
How CAN WE DAMPEN DEMAND FOR AUTOMOBILES? Yet with 
health care, it's considered a disaster that we're living longer, that 
we want morc health care services. 

The basic reason for this craziness is that the tax code allows 
employers to buy health insurance with pre-tax dollars, tax- 
deductible dollars, yet you as an individual have to use after-tax 
dollars to buy your own health care policy. Even if youre self- 
employed, only 25 or 30 cents on the dollar is deductible. So 
because of that tax-code quirk, which came out of wage and price 
controls of World War II, most private health insurance is paid for 
by employers. The money the employer spends on behalf of an 
employee for health care counts as part of his or her compensa- 
tion. Yet in most instances, the employee has little or nothing to 

say as to how that money is spent. So 

the basic answer is, equalize the tax 

treatment between the individual 
| and the corporation. That means a 
| Medical Savings Account. Let the 
. individual decide how that money is 
to be spent. 
Rush: That'll bring prices down 
fast, because people won't spend 
more than they have. 





v" medicine that hasn't had wild infla- 
tion in the last 30 years is cosmetic 
surgery. Because unless it's needed 
= — due to disease or accident, you arent 
insured for it. You have to pay. So if 
you ask a surgeon about a procedure; 
the doctor can tell you precisely what 
it costs, what the components are, 
and the prices dont roar up. 
Rush: Because it's based on what 
the patient, the customer, can pay; 
what the market will bear, and no 
more. That's the best case I’ve heard 
yet. That alone, Steve, makes more 
sense than anything I've heard any- 
body say about what's wrong with 
the health care system in this country. 
Forbes: If you have 100 million consumers policing the health 
care market, you'll have technological advances, you'll have price 
control — because consumers will do the price controlling, not 
bureaucrats — and we'll all be better off for it. | 
And the third thing behind people's feeling that things aren't 
good in this economy is the sheer uncertainty. When you change 
from one era to the next, people worry, especially when you have 
poor political leadership. If you go back to the 18905, a lot of peo- 
ple were pessimistic about the country. They saw the rise of big 
corporations, big cities, corrupt political machines, the closing of 
the frontier, massive immigration. They thought the country was 
going sues us Seance came Teddy Roosevelt and the 
rogressive Era. People realized change is p | | 
had a different MSIE We moved eu ۰پ‎ any 
aah es res تا‎ high interest rates. Yet it is a reputed 
| z nspan, who has sought to raise them over 
and over again — after lowering them over and over 
has the Federal Reserve raised rates? The story is 
choke off inflation that’s right over the horizon. 
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or jewelry. It means other people think they have assets that are 
worth something. But that evaluation can change overnight. 
People can think a steel-making process is great, then along comes 
the microchip, and the relative importance of steel may change, or 
the process may change, and the value of the asset changes. 

Most Americans have to work for a living, and except for a few 
families we all know about, have to renew it each generation. 
Wealth is not in perpetuity, like in old England, where you passed 
the estate down. If you dont have the dynamic intellectual capital, 
you're going to stagnate and fall behind. This is a dynamic coun- 
try. That's why if you think you've arrived, you're ready to be 
shown the door. That's what happened to General Motors. Thats 
what happened originally to IBM. It can happen to any institution. 
When we founded Forbes magazine, we listed the 100 largest com- 
panies back in 1917. Hardly any of them are around today, 
because they didn't change with the times. 

So if you're born in humble cir- 
cumstances, what you want is an 
open economy where you can rise 
up. Bill Gates came from a middle- 
class family, he certainly wasn't a 
multi-millionaire or billionaire. He 
became that through his own 
brains. Michael Dell, of Dell com- 
puters, worth several hundred mil- 
lion now, was a college dropout. 5o 
it doesnt matter what your back- 
ground is, so much as what you do 
with the tools you have. 

Rush: Isn't this the case with most 
people we would consider rich, 
that they worked very hard for it 
and have to work very hard every 
year to maintain it — and that they 
are interested in more wealth 
for others? For example, Gates 
needs affluent Americans to be 
able to buy his products; otherwise 
they're worthless. 
Forbes: You've hit upon some- 
thing. Henry Ford recognized that 
prosperous workers meant he could 
sell more cars. That was his philoso- 
phy behind what was then a revolutionary $5-a-day wage, at a 
time when most workers couldn't make $2 a day. Ford realized 
that if you have a prosperous work force, and you put in tech- 
niques that make you more productive, you will nor only be able 
to make more products, turn out more services, but you'll also 
have people to buy what you make. 
Rush: Why are incomes lagging, and real purchasing power 1s 
stagnant or dropping? We're told that we've had the single greatest 
economic recovery in the last 50 years, yet you dont see a corre- 
sponding public euphoria. You don't see attitudes like you saw in 
the 80s, you don’t see a lot of entrepreneurial risk-taking. You see 
many people whose number-one priority is preservation of princi- 
pal, rather than putting it at risk. Why do you think incomes are 
lagging and people are holding back, during a period you say were 
on the verge of a boom? 

Forbes: Three basic reasons. One, the tax code is punitive and 

interest rates are too high. That's an economic reason. A high tax 

rate acts as a barrier to moving ahead, to accumulating savings 
The second basic reason is health care. Ask yourself a basic ques- 
tion: Why is demand for health care considered a crisis in this 








= PRU ہے‎ gelato ANT 


Her three-year-old daughter was also kid- 
napped in the ordeal, which ended with 
Johnson stabbing the woman forty times. At 
the sentencing, Johnson angrily called the hus- 
band of the woman he murdered a "mother- 
___” because the husband had dared call him 
an animal. Johnson, spared the death penalty 
by the jury, was sentenced to 100 years. But in 
both of these cases, you see absolutely no 
remorse, no respect for law, no respect for 
human life. Meanwhile, liberal activists are 
protesting Alabama's decision to make prison- 
ers pick up litter. If we ever get a handle on vio- 
lent crime in this country, it will be because 
criminals fear punishment from society, not 
because we fear the punishment of criminals. 





"Increased individualism and rising expecta- 
tions that cannot easily be met may be among 
the causes of rising disorder." So you see, 
folks, individualism and high expectations are 
the reason for everything from crime to bu- 
limia. Oh, gag me. 

May I remind you that this developed 
nation, America, was founded on individual- 
ism — nor just individualism, but rugged 
individualism. As for high expectations, 1 
guess these intellectual giants would rather we 
teach kids to set low standards for themselves. 
(Which is, in fact, what liberals in the educa- 
tional bureaucracy consistently encourage.) 
Friends — I, for one, have determined the 
root cause of this kind of academic nonsense. 
It's simple: Incurable psychobabble. 


virtue of complaints, can dictate what they 
want to be trained for ... the military is in 
big trouble. Do we really want a sensitive, 
politically correct military worried about 
offending the girls? Or do we want troops 
ready for genuine fighting? War is not 
an afternoon tea party, and training for 
the reality of combat isn't a Girl Scout 
outing. Ar least that's the way it used to be 
in the military. 
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CRIME AND PUNISHMENT 

Four New York teenagers were recently sen- 
tenced for the brutal rape of a 43-year-old 
Russian immigrant, When arrested, the four 
“youths” were brought into custody laughing 
and joking. The scene at their sentencing was 
the same — jokes throughout the proceeding. 
The judge, incensed at the crime and their 
courtroom behavior, deprived the teens of the 
coveted "youthful offender" status and sen- 
tenced them as adults. Even with that, it is 
unlikely that the “youths” will serve more than 
a few years. 

Same day, in New Jersey. Twenty-five-year- 
old Scott Johnson was sentenced for carjack- 
ing, raping, then murdering a young mother. 


GAG ME 


For many moons, liberals have urged us 
not to judge people by their actions ... but 
instead to try to find the "root cause" of aber- 
rant behavior. Now we find out what the 
intellectuals of the world think these root 
causes are. Sir Michael Rutter, director of the 
British Medical Research Council's child psy- 
chiatry unit, and David Smith, professor of 
criminology at Edinburgh University, have 
compiled the results of a study carried out by 
academics in Europe and North America. 
The study claims that in the last 45 years, 
crime, depression, suicide, eating disorders, 
alcohol and drug abuse have risen sharply 
among young people in almost every devel- 
oped nation. The two editors conclude: 


Nor A GIRL SCOUT OUTING 
I've detailed for you the trouble the 
Navy is experiencing on the high seas. 
Female sailors aboard co-ed battleships 
have been coming back to port pregnant, 
and have had to be reassigned, Well, now 
there's trouble for chose who want to serve 
their country in the wild blue yonder, The 
Air Force has dropped “resistance and escape" 
training for its cadets. Insticuted in 1969, 
the training was designed to prepare 
cadets for che brural realities they might 
encounter if captured by enemy forces. 
For female cadets, part of the training 
involved survival techniques to deal with 
sexual assault. And remember — in the 
Gulf War, several female members of the 
military captured by the Iraqis were sexu- 
ally assaulted, But in recent months, 
female Air Force cadets complained that 
the training was "too realistic." As a re- 
sult, only specialized Air Force Academy 
graduates will undergo “resistance and 
escape” training. Friends, if cadets, by 
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cials remind us that the winter 
months tend to be the highest 
period of enrollment, A spokes- 
man for the Agriculture Depart- 
ment says the news is "certainly 
encouraging," and that “it could 
signal an improvement in the 
economy. I, too, think it's great 
news ... bur there is one nag- 
ging question. [f food stamp 
enrollment is at its lowest level 
in recent years, and that's good 
news; how can the very Admini- 
stration releasing these figures 
accuse Republicans of starving 
kids by proposing an screase in 
school lunch funding? It doesnt 
add up ... because it’s always 
been a lie 


FIRST MOTHER 

A few months ago, ncws sto- 
ries depicted her as a subdued 
woman, bitter and defeated by 
political misfortune. But after a 
pilgrimage to the Mysterious 
East, that woman has re-entered 
the corridors of power stronger 
than ever. The press is even spec- 
ulating that she may be master- 
minding the President's re-elec- 
tion bid. And now Hillary 
Rodham Clinton, “Mother of a 
Nation,” has appeared on the 
Oprah Winfrey Show to stump 
for one of her long-standing pol- 
icy desires. "I would give my life 
„.. to create a civil rights law for 
children, so that we can honor 
the lives of children,” she said 
(No mention of whether that 
includes unborn children.) Mrs. 
Clinton also said that unless 
"society" seriously tackles the 
problems of child-rearing, this 
country is headed to hell with a 
speeding ticket.” Now if you 
think she means you should 
teach your kids by setting a good 
example, you're wrong. Mrs 
Clinton says her program for 
child-rearing is based on a quote 
from her father: “Do as I say, 
not as | do." According to the 
First Mother, adults must give 
children rules to follow, whether 
the adults intend to follow them 
or not. We need to bring back 
some "good old-fashioned 
hypocrisy," she said. Expert 
advice. Especially for those of 
you who want to teach your 
kids the cattle futures business. 





Many people say I need to be balanced with equal time. Not so — I AM... 


qual Time 








Not Your MONEY 

If there were an award for the 
stupidest quote of the year, this 
entry would, hands down, be 
the winner. And if we had to 
select the wonk-ette most out of 
touch with the real world, chis 
contender would zoom past the 
multitude of wonks in the 
Clinton Administration. One of 
the President's top economic 
gurus, Laura D’Andrea Tyson, 
head of the National Economic 
Council, has weighed in on the 
Republican budget proposals, 
“Any effort to reduce govern- 
ment spending takes a dollar out 
of the economy,” she declares. 
“And when ic takes a dollar out 
of the economy, that dollar 
means a dollar of reduction in 
demand in the economy, so it 
increases the contractionary risk 
on the economy.” You read 
right. Tyson is telling you that 
your money must be spent by 
the government, or it doesnt 
count. The truth is just the 
opposite; if government spend- 
ing is cut, the economy will 
Hourish. Ms. Tyson, you oughta 
be ashamed. The government 
cannot create wealth — hard- 
working, productive people do. 
Contrary to what you people in 
Washington believe: It's not 
your money! 


FooD Stamp News 

Here's a story that should 
have been a lead item in every 
newscast, and on the front page 
of every newspaper in America. 
But it wasn't, In May, the Agri- 
culture department released 
some stunning news. Food 
stamp enrollment reached its 
lowest level in two years. Slightly 
under 27 million people partici- 
pated as of February, the latest 
month for which figures are 
available. And agriculture offi- 
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amazing to me that liberals still refuse to 
understand what it is that 

we Americans cherish g 
most ... our individual 
freedoms. 























you cant leave her high and dry, either. Next 
irem: Taiwanese feminist Shin Chi-ching has 
declared her candidacy in the island's first-ever 
presidential elections. Her platform? To “eman- 
cipate Taiwan's 10 million household slaves." 
She means housewives, folks, Shin says it's time 
to bring freedom to married women, who have 
all been enslaved by their families due to unfair 
marital laws and customs. She wants to replace 
"male chauvinistic politics" with "female poli- 
tics’ — whatever that ts. At this Juncture, a 
host with lesser talent would draw a sexist cor- 
relation between the advent of "female politics" 
and Taiwan disappearing into the ocean. But I, 
friends, will not sink to those depths. 


SMOKING UPDATE 

Last April, New York City liberals won a 
major battle when one of the nations most 
restrictive smoking bans became law. 
Thousands of New York restaurants, which 
had already segregated smokers from non- 
smokers, were required to totally ban 
smoking. Restaurant owners predicted they 
would lose business, and they 
have already been proved right. “@ 
The [Bergen, NJ] Record reports & 
that more and morc New 
Yorkers are visiting New Jersey 
restaurants ... where they can 
eat and smoke in peace. Mark 
Green, New York City’s 
leading liberal “public advo- 
cate," is flummoxed that 
patrons are choosing New 
Jersey. “Why give up the best 
dining experience in the world to 
travel over a bridge or through a 
tunnel to puff on a cigarette? It’s 
beyond me," he says. The very idea 
that people can make decisions with- 


out butt-insky bureaucrats hounding ¥ _ 


them 1s beyond many liberals. 
As is the fact that people will 
alter their behavior to avoid 
government intrusion, whether 
its excessive taxation or smoking 
bans. | am not by any means cele- 
brating smoking, folks, but it's 


FEMALE POLITICS 

Two news items, folks, from Taiwan. First, 
the prosperous land is going downhill fast. 
Literally. According to news reports, seven per- 
cent of the island is sinking into the ocean. 
Worse, its mans fault. Greedy fishermen have 
succumbed to their worst instincts ... the re- 
lentless pursuit of money. Taiwan's fisheries 
have illegally tapped underground reserves and 
drained water into rivers so they can breed fish. 
Which they then sell — for profit! So ... 
Mother Nature has rebelled. On direct orders 
from the Big Mother, part of the island's coast- 
line is now sinking into the Pacific. Not only 
cant you fool Mother Nature ... but apparently 
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Bill Clinton 


"This is something that clearly comes 
very hard to him. But he might find 
that once he has lost his veto virginity, 
he may even come to enjoy it." 

— DANIEL SCHORR, ON CLINTON 5 RECENT VETO 
THREATS, ON NATIONAL PUBLIC RADIO 
As long as hes practicing safe veto. 


“Violence on television breeds violence. 
Children get desensitized to violence ... 1 
am tired of people saying we can't change 

television because that’s censorship." 
— HILLARY CLINTON, ON 
“THE OPRAH WINFREY SHOW 
Note that it is liberals, not conservatives, 
who threaten censorship. 


“Half the time when I see the evening 
news, I wouldnt be for me either." 
— BILL CLINTON IN SPEECH AT MONTANA 
STATE UNIVERSITY, REUTERS 
Yeah. Welcome to the club. 


“He really doesn’t sort of stand for anything 
anymore ... hes sort of changed position 
on everything ... He has yet to show any 

kind of clear, articulate vision for where 
he wants to take the country or whar kind 
of America he sees." 
— JAMES CARVILLE, REFERRING TO Bos DOLE, 
ON “TIM RUSSERT,” CNBC 
You can be excused if Bill Clinton 
came to mind. 


“I would ask him [Boris Yeltsin] to call 
the Serbs and tell them to quit ir, and tell 
them to behave themselves, and this would 
not happen.” 

— BILL CLINTON, IN PRESS CONFERENCE, WHEN 


ASKED BY A REPORTER WHAT HE WOULD SAY TO 
THE RUSSIAN PRESIDENT ABOUT BOSNIA 
Now, why didnt anyone ever think of that? 


Martin Frost 


{CLO TRON, IAU JY 


"Clinton, in short, is redefining himself. 
He has started over. People see him differ- 
ently since Oklahoma City. They have 
begun to think he has the makings of a 
president. If he wants to purr for a while, 
who can blame him?” 

— Mary McGrory, COLUMNIST, 

THE WASHINGTON POST 
How long ts this going to take? 


“Democrats should point out that the new 
Republican Party is little more than the 
mouthpiece for [the South,] the least 
‘American’ section of the country.” 

— MICHAEL LIND IN THE NEW REPUBLIC 
Translation: Republicans won in the South. 


"[It's time to] stop treating each other 
like enemies and start treating each 
other like we're friends...” 

— BILL CLINTON IN SPEECH AT MONTANA 
STATE UNIVERSITY, REUTERS 
Mr. Lind: listen to your President. 


“Keep your greedy, budget-cutting hands 
off our Medicare system.” 
— SEN, TED KENNEDY (D, MA), REFERRING TO 
REPUBLICANS, QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
The question is not where our 
hands are, Senator. 


“He's the Washington person I would 
most want to be like.” 
— JOYCELYN ELDERS, FORMER SURGEON GENERAL, 
REFERRING TO TED KENNEDY, IN PLAYBOY 
Your wish has been granted. 


“I do not believe that we can fix Medicare 
unless you have some idea of how the 
system is going to be reformed.” 

— BILL CLINTON, QUOTED IN THE HOTLINE 
Huh? 





Ted Kennedy 
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Hillary Clinton 


“We have allowed consumerism and mate- 
rialism to go unchecked, to run rampant 
through our culture, dictating our tastes 

and desires, our values and dreams.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, IN COMMENCEMENT 
ADDRESS, REUTERS 

Too much consumin’ goin’ on out there. 


“We live too often in a disposable, throw- 
away society where the yearning for profits 
and instant gratification overshadows the 
need for moderation and restraint and 
investing for the long term.” 

— HILLARY CLINTON, IN COMMENCEMENT 
ADDRESS, REUTERS 
So is this a tip to invest in shredders, 
or cattle futures? 


*Let's deal with each other as neighbors ... 
We should learn to resolve [our] differ- 
ences in a humane and decent way." 

— BILL CLINTON, IN BILLINGS, MT, ADVOCATING 
“THE NEED FOR MORE CIVILITY, AP 
Like your partys calling Republican freshmen 


“Newts ninnies ? 


“I am a doomsayer. Doom, doom!” 
— PAUL EHRLICH, ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOOMSAYER, PURVEYOR OF NUMEROUS 
THEORIES OF PENDING GLOBAL ECOLOGICAL 
COLLAPSE, NONE OF WHICH HAVE OCCURRED, 
QUOTED IN THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
Finally, a guy happy with 
Clintons foreign policy 


“The money was given to Mario Cuomo 
for Mario Cuomo. 

— Mario CUOMO, ON HIS REFUSAL TO GIVE 
$400,000 FROM HIS CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE TO 
THE DEBT-RIDDEN NEW YORK DEMOCRATIC 
PARTY, QUOTED IN THE NEW YORK TIMES 
Mario to Democrats: "Its mine, mine, mine!" 
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Mario Cuomo 


1 


"Gloom and doom is not the final strategy,’ 
— Rep Bos Wise (D, WV), EXPLAINING THE 
DEMOCRATS’ “INTERIM” BUDGET STRATEGY, AP 
You mean, this is only the beginning? 


“Turn off Rush Limbaugh and Oliver North." 
— Gov. HOWARD DEAN (D, VT), IN COMMENCE- 
MENT ADDRESS, ADVISING STUDENTS ABOUT 
"MAKING CHANGES THROUGH QUIET PERSONAL 
ACTIONS RATHER THAN LOUD CRUSADES," QUOT- 


ED IN THE RUTLAND (VT) HERALD 
Sounds like a loud crusade to me. 


“Republicans are brilliant at demonizing 
their opponents and convincing people 
that up is down and down is up.” 

— BILL CLINTON, QUOTED IN 
THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
Mirror, mirror on the wall... 


When Newt Gingrich asked his Repub- 

lican freshmen to gut school lunches to 

protect billionaire tax cheats and to give 

tax breaks to the rich, he got their votes 
and their constituents got the shaft, Never 
before has there been such unthinking loy- 

alty to such an unfair extremist agenda.” 

— Rep. MARTIN Frost (D, TX), DEMOCRATIC 
CONGRESSIONAL CAMPAIGN COMMITTEE CHAIR- 
MAN, ON THE GOP FRESHMEN, WHOM HE CALLED 

"NEWT'S NINNIES," REUTERS 
This is the Democratic platform, folks. 


“As Yogi Berra once said, ‘When you come 
to a fork in the road, take ir.” 

— MICKEY KANTOR, UNITED STATES 
TRADE REPRESENTATIVE, ON WHETHER HE 
WANTED THE JOB OF MANAGING PRESIDENT 

CLINTON'S RE-ELECTION CAM PAIGN, ON 
“THIS WEEK WITH DAVID BRINKLEY,” ABC 
This guy ts perfect: a motto that epitomizes 
Bill Clinton philosophy. 





Howard Dean 
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"The bill would let polluted water back 

into our lives." | 
— BiLL CLINTON, PLEDGING TO VETO 
REPUBLICAN LEGISLATION, WHICH HE CALLED 
THE Dirty WATER Act,” AP 

Republicans want more pollution! So they 

can then say, "Vote for us, the people who 
poisoned you!” 


“It is not only dangerous to cut at 
this point in time, it is very counterpro- 
ductive ... If we cut NIH, we cut at a | 
point when there are many diseases | 
like diabetes in which it is possible to | 
talk about a cure." 
— HILLARY CLINTON, CLAIMING THAT 
CONGRESS WILL PUT AT RISK A POSSIBLE CURE 
FOR DIABETES IF GOVERNMENT HEALTH 
AGENCTES BUDGETS ARE CUT, AP 
Republicans want more diabetes! 


“This country is one plane ride away from | 
a virus that could wipe out a lot of our 
people. What a time to walk away from 

health research." 
— SEN. BARBARA BOXER (D, CA), LINKING 
THE EBOLA OUTBREAK IN ZAIRE TO CUTS IN | 
THE NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF | 
HEALTH BUDGET, AP | 
Republicans want to wipe out Americans | 
with the Ebola virus! 


“These Republican budget proposals 
pose a grave threat to the lives of people 

living with AIDS. In fact, they are as | 

much of a threat as is the virus that is 

in their bodies.” 

— PATRICIA FLEMING, WHITE HOUSE AIDS 

POLICY DIRECTOR, IN SPEECH PRINTED ON 
WHITE HOUSE STATIONERY | 

Vote for us, the people who threaten 

sick people! | 





Joycelyn Elders 


Stu pid Qu otes Folks, | don’t make this stuff up 
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“Were going to beat you bastards in 
November of 1996!” 

— SEN. Bos Kerrey (D, NE), AT DEMOCRATIC 
CONGRESSIONAL DINNER, REFERRING TO 
REPUBLICANS, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
At last, the official Democrat position on 
family values. 


“Eventually, we will have a positive 
agenda which we'll be presenting to the 
American people." — 
— Rep RICHARD GEPHARDT (D, MO), House MI- 
NORITY LEADER, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON POST 
Dont bother. Forty years of 


waiting is long enough. 


" We do not want to do you the way 
you did us, even though you were richly 
rewarded for doing that ... We're going 

to be your partners. We will not walk 
away from you." 

— BILL CLINTON, AT DEMOCRATIC 
CONGRESSIONAL DINNER, REFERRING TO 
REPUBLICANS, QUOTED IN THE WASHINGTON PosT 
Considering Whitewater, perhaps “We're going 
to be your partners” isnt the best approach. 


"There is widespread concern that we 
Democrats appear to be for the status quo 
because we have proposed no constructive 

[budget] alternative." 
— Rep. CHARLES STENHOLM (D, TX), QUOTED 
IN NATIONAL REVIEW 
Appear to be? 


“Now here's what you have to do: Take 
that $200 billion tax cut and put it where 
the sun doesnt shine." 

— SEN. BOB Kerrey (D, NE), REFERRING TO 
THE REPUBLICAN BUDGET, ON NATIONAL 
PUBLIC RADIO 
You must mean the White House. 
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strikingly different views of state power it 
reflected.” Lawrence Tribe, a useful liberal 
bellwether, was beside himself: “It is hard to 
underestimate the importance of how close 
they came to something radically different 
from the modern understanding of the 
Constitution.” 

My friends, that's just it: the “modern 
understanding" of the Constitution is 
under assault. Conservatives are trying to 
get back to the original language and intent 
of the Founding Fathers, and the term lim- 
its case provided a perfect example of why. 
Liberals have totally lost sight of the explic- 
it language of the Constitution that reserves 
power to the people, not the federal govern- 
ment. A somewhat baffled Jeffrey Rosen, 
legal analyst for The New Republic, actually 
wondered about Justice Thomas's “gratu- 
itous reference to the newly fashionable 
10th Amendment.” Newly fashionable?? 
What planet is this guy from? 


E are losing control of federal, state 
sand local government because their 
ideas have failed — and because they are 
utterly out of sync with the American peo- 
ple. "Term limits are dead," exulted former 
House Speaker Tom Foley, who had sued 
his own constituents in Washington State to 
stop term limits there. "No," cracked fresh- 
man Rep. Van Hilleary (R, TN), a leading 
term limits supporter: “Tom Foley's political 
career is dead because he didn't support 
term limits." 
Term limits are backed by berween 60 
percent and 80 percent of the American 
people. So despite 
the success of the 


majority opinion. "First, we conclude that 
the power to add qualifications [beyond age, 
residency and citizenship] is not within the 
original powers' of the states, and thus is not 
reserved to the states by the 10th Amend- 
ment," Stevens wrote. "Second, even if states 
possessed some origi- 
nal powers in this 
area, we conclude 
that the framers 
intended the Con- 
stitution to be the 
exclusive source of 
qualifications for 
members of Con- 
gress.” In other 
words, since the 
Constitution Is silent 
on term limits, states 
cant have them. . 

In a brilliant, 88-page dissent, Justice 
Thomas reminded the majority that the fed- 
eral government's powers "are limited and 
enumerated.” It is the people who created 
the federal government, and the people who 
give and take away its power. Not the other 
way around. For the federal government to 
prohibit the people from deciding the man- 
ner in which they will choose their represen- 
tatives requires explicit Constitutional 
authority — which does not exist — other- 
wise the people have reserved the right to 
act to themselves. 

Furthermore, Thomas noted, "It is ironic 
that the Court bases today's decision on the 
right of the people to ‘choose whom they 
please to govern them.’ ... The majority 
therefore [invalidates] 
a provision that won 


nearly 60 percent of LAWRENCE TRIBE WORRIES Clinton nominees to 
the votes cast in a THAT IF CONSERVATIVES WIN THE the Supreme Court 
direct eleccion and BATTLE, ^THE NATION WOULD in stopping term lim- 


its for now, the ques- 
tion is not whether 
term limits will be- 
come law, but when, 
and how many Mem- 
bers of Congress will 
go the way of Tom 
Foley in the process. 

"] think in '96 
there will be much more significant issues 
the election will turn on" than term limits, 
says Rep. Martin Frost (D, TX), chairman 
of the Democratic Congressional Cam- 
paign Committee. Fine, sir. We'll see what 
levers the voters pull at the polls. 

In the meantime, enjoy watching liberals 
panic — as the High Court's pendulum 
swings right. 8 


RESEMBLE MORE A NATION OF 
SOVEREIGN STATES WHOSE DELE- 
GATES WOULD HAVE LITTLE TO - 
` DO IN THE NATION'S CAPITAL.” 
| A BEAUTIFUL THING. | 


—— — 


that carried every 
Congressional dis- 
trict in the state.” 
Liberals from coast 
tO Coast are wringing 
their hands about 
how "close" they 
came to losing 
another major battle 
to keep power centralized in Washington. 
"The startling aspect of the 5-to-4 decision 
... Was how close the Court came to rewrit- 
ing the script of modern constitutional law 
and of long-dominant political thought," 
The New York Times proclaimed. The 
Washington Post concurred: "Yesterday's rul- 
ing surprised lawyers on both sides of the 
case because of the court's close vote and the 


WE ARE IN THE MIDST OF A 
GREAT NATIONAL ARGUMENT: 
WHAT IS TO BE THE SIZE AND 

SCOPE AND REACH OF THE FEDERAL 
GOVERNMENT? TWO RECENT 
LANDMARK CASES SHOW THAT THIS 
BATTLE IS ALSO BEING FOUGHT 
OF THE SUPREME COURT. 


stirutional. To strike down unconsututional 
liberal laws is, according to Democrats, 
“judicial activism” and “nitpicking.” 

Au contraire! (A little French lingo, 
there). Engaging in judicial activism — giv- 
ing Congress power it shouldn't have — has 
been the essence of 
modern liberalism 
for years, and it is 
what has led to six 
decades of increasing 
federal intrusion into 
every area of our 
lives. “Admittedly, 
some of our prior 
cases have taken long 
steps down that 
road, giving great 
deference to congres- 
sional action," wrote 
Rehnquist, adding, pointedly: "but we 
decline here to proceed any further." Amen! 
۸ bold, legal line in the sand — and about 
time, too. 

Some liberals, trying to camouflage their 
fear that the New Deal was now under 
judicial as well as legislative attack, played 
down the importance of the Lopez deci- 
sion. The Chicago Tribune editorial page 
called it “a healthy decision, a needed 
reminder to Congress that its powers are 
not unlimited." Tribe himself admitted that 
“if ever there was an act that exceeded 
Congresss commerce power, this was it." 
But he added, revealingly, that "this Court 
takes structural limits [to Congresss power] 
more seriously than most people had 
thought ... which liberals and pragmausts 
find dismaying,” Oh, no! The Court might 
stop Big Government expansion! The 
prospect is dismaying indeed to liberals. 


U.S. TERMS LIMITS V. THORNTON 

Then came the excruciatingly close U.S. 
Terms Limits v. Thornton decision in which 
liberals, this time with Justice Kennedy's 
help, told the American people that the 
Constitution provided them no right to 
limit the terms of their elected federal repre- 
sentatives through state initiatives, Specifi- 
cally, it struck down a 1992 amendment to 
Arkansas’ constitution limiting the terms of 
Congressmen and Senators. By extension, 
the Court decision struck down the term 
limit laws of 22 other states as well. 

U.S. Term Limits had asserted that the 
10th Amendment left to the people and the 
States that which was not explicitly forbid- 
den in the Constitution. Justice Stevens 
utterly rejected this argument in his 61-page 





Reagan appointees), Clarence Thomas (a 
Bush appointee) — and Kennedy — finally 
said: Enough 1s enough. No more runaway 
federal meddling in local affairs. 

Rehnquist wrote that the federal govern- 
ment had overstepped its bounds. “Posses- 
sion of a gun in a local school zone is in no 
sense an economic activity that might, 
through repetition elsewhere, have ... a 
substantial effect on interstate commerce.” 
If allowed to overreach like this, Rehnquist 
wrote, Congress could regulate any activi- 
ty that it found related 
to the economic produc- 
tivity of individual citi- 
zens: family law (includ- 
ing marriage, divorce, 
and child custody), for 
example,” That, my 
friends, 1s exactly what 
has been happening. For 
the last 60 years, the 
“commerce clause” has 
been used to justify just 
about anything Con- 
gress decided to do, 

Stephen Breyer (a 
Clinton appointee), 
writing the lead dissent, 
insisted that “schools 
that teach reading, 
writing, mathematics and related basic 
skills serve both social and commercial pur- 
poses, and one cannot easily separate the 
one from the other.” Even The Los Angeles 
[imes editorialized: "Breyer's argument 
seems a reach." 

But Clinton — in what The Los Angeles 
Times called “an unusual breach of Consti- 
tutional etiquette” — blasted the Court. 
“This Supreme Court decision could con- 
demn more of our children to going to 
schools where there are guns,” he declared. 
But despite Clinton's rhetoric, this decision 
was about jurisdiction; not guns. Clinton 
responded: “This is certainly a national cri- 
sis and we must have a national effort to 
hght it.” Senator Kohl, too, was apoplectic, 
calling the decision “a piece of judicial 
activism that ignores children’s safety for 
the sake of legal nitpicking.” 

_ My friends, President Clinton and 
senator Kohl and their allies on the Court 
are saying: only the federal government 
knows best; only federal laws can make 
people safe — even if those laws are uncon- 
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The Limbaugh Legal Analysis 


UNITED STATES V. LOPEZ 

The high-stakes nature of this battle was 
first highlighted in the April United States v. 
Lopez decision, in which the Clinton Ad- 
ministration argued that the Court should 
uphold the 1990 federal Gun-Free School 
Zones Act sponsored by Senator Herb 
Kohl, a liberal Democrat from Wisconsin. 
But the Court told Congress that the 
Constitution did not give them the author- 
ity to limit the possession of guns within 
1,000 feet of local schools. Such a restric- 





tion comes under state, nor federal, juris- 
diction; in fact, more chan 40 states have 
such laws on the books already, This infuri- 
ated liberals, who want power to flow to 
the federal government. 

To make its case, the Administration 
argued that the Constitution gives 
Congress the right to regulate "commerce 
... among the several states.” That’s true. 
But the Administration went on to argue 
that since education impacts children and 
since children grow up to do business and 
since business is done berween states, any- 
thing that affects education — guns and 
violence, for example — can be regulated 
by Congress, Because it all affects interstate 
commerce. Follow me? 

If it seems convoluted, that’s because it is. 
Still, since Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
stacked it with New Deal liberals in the 
1930s, the Court has essentially followed 
this so-called logic in its rulings. But some 
justices — Chief Justice William Rehnquist 
(a Nixon appointee), Justices Antonin 
Scalia and Sandra Day O’Connor (both 


Supreme Court News 


THE PENDULUM SWINGS RIGHT 


W: are in the midst of a great national 
argument; What i5 to be the size and 
scope and reach of the federal government? 
This epic battle is being thrashed out 
between the Republican Congress and the 
Democratic White House, and between con- 
servatives and liberals (especially between 
conservatives and the media). And now it ıs 
being fought within the hallowed halls of the 
United States Supreme Court as well 

The press is hysterical about the 5-4 deci- 
sion against affirmative action, which | will 
cover in-depth in a 
future issue. But here | 
want to provide my tren- 
chant analysis of two 
other landmark 5-4 
cases, both going to the 
fundamental question: 
Where shall power reside 
— at the local or nation- 
al level? 

This was not a dilem- 
ma for the Founding 
Fathers, who believed 
most decisions were best 
left up to the people and 
the local and state repre- 
sentatives, not the feder- 
al government. Note the 
10th Amendment to the 
Constitution: “The powers not delegated to 
the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people." 

But the Court today is bitterly divided 
over the very essence of this proposition. The 
nine Supreme Court Justices are polarized: 
four believe the Constitution permits an 
expanded role for the federal government; 
four believe the Constitution severely restricts 
the power of the federal government; one 
(Justice Anthony Kennedy, a Reagan nomi- 
nee) is swinging back and forth between the 
two camps. If the conservatives can pick up 
another kindred spirit — say one nominated 
by a conservative President after ' 96 — one 
of the Court’s most dramatic philosophical 
shifts in this century will be assured 

This terrifies liberals. As well ic should. 
Harvard legal guru Lawrence Tribe worries 
that if conservatives win the battle, “che 
nation would resemble more a nation of 
sovereign states whose delegates would 
have little to do in the nation’s capital." 


A beautiful thing. 


he eee 
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This stuff drives people crazy. Some of it is chilling, most of it is 
bizarre, all of it is wrong. And anyone who has been caught in the 
Twilight Zone created by government rules can tell you it goes 
against the American spirit. The vast majority of Americans are law- 
abiding citizens who have no desire to run afoul of their govern- 
ment. Despite what liberals say, we do not want to “tear down” the 
government. What we want to tear down is the monstrous edifice 
of unaccountable and virtually unstoppable power that has been 
allowed to run amuck — intimidating, harassing, and stifling the 
productivity and peaceful activity of ordinary citizens. 

But I know full well the reason liberals don’t understand why a 
citizen would dare mistrust the government. Who do these stupid 
rules and regulations affect? They impact on the producers of this 
country, not the pundits. 

The rule makers and enforcers come after the builders, the guys 
trying to run a business, the developers, the innovators, the entre- 
preneurs. They dont come after Washington liber- 
als, who produce nothing but clever words. Liberals 
don't, by and large, engage in activity that can be 
regulated. (If they did, they wouldn't be liberals.) | 
venture that Mr. Schlesinger would not call the 
Forest Service and the Fish and Wildlife Service 
benevolent nature-loving agencies,” as he does, if 
he spent his lifetime gathering building permits 
rather than Pulitzer Prizes. 

President Clinton has angrily castigated those 
who believe their freedoms are threatened by his 
beloved government. “How dare you suggest that 
we in the freest nation on earth live in tyranny?” 
He also demanded: “These people — who do they 
think they are, saying that their government has 
stamped out human freedom?” 

In 1788, James Madison said: “I believe there are more instances 
of the abridgement of the freedom of the people by gradual and 
silent encroachments of those in power than by violent and sudden 
usurpations.” Thomas Jefferson declared: “The natural progress of 
things is for liberty to yield and government to gain ground." 

These are ideas that Americans understand instinctively. And 
when they believe their freedom has been abridged and their liberty 
has yielded, Mr. President, it would behoove you to listen closely. As 
the Declaration of Independence so elegantly states: *We hold these 
truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, that they 
are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable Rights, that 
among these are Life, Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness. — That 
to secure these rights, Governments are instituted among Men, 
deriving their just powers from the consent of the governed, — That 
whenever any Form of Government becomes destructive of these 
ends, it is the Right of the People to alter or abolish it.” 

Mistrust of government is not some odd, frightening idea to be 
relegated to fringe groups. It is at the core of our history; it is in the 
American pulse, What we want is to be unshackled. What we want 
is our liberty — our unalienable right. 
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Free subscription to the first reader who finds the phrase 
“left-wing extremist” in any mainstream American publication. 
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number necessary to prevent extinction,” writes Gregg Easter- 
brook in The New Republic, “it now seems that as many as 10,000 
pairs may exist ... Last year Steven Self and Thomas Nelson, 
researchers employed by Sierra Pacific, a timber company with a 
progressive reputation, estimated that California alone is home to 
between 6,000 and 8,000 spotted owl pairs.” According to The 
Wall Street Journal, the spotted owl has already 
restricted the use of 4.2 million acres. 

* [n 1992 the IRS imposed over 33 million penalties 
on taxpayers, according to Bovard's Lost Rights. 
The number of IRS seizures of bank accounts and 
paychecks has increased fourfold since 1980, 
reaching 3,253,000 in 1992. The IRS also impos- 
es almost 1.5 million liens each year, an increase 
of over 200 percent since 1980. IRS agents make 
over 10,000 direct seizures of homes, cars, or 
pieces of property each year. The IRS rewards its 
agents based on how much taxpayer property 
they confiscate. In a San Francisco IRS office, a 
notice was posted on the bulletin board: ‘Seizure 
fever. Catch it." 

* The Occupational Safety and Health Administration has more than 

4,000 regulations — at one point there were 140 rules about wood 

ladders. OSHA requires that “POISON” signs be placed where sand is 

stored because sand contains silica, hugh doses of which some sci- 
entists think might possibly cause cancer. In 1991, after taking the 
trouble to define a brick as “a hard ceramic body with no odor,” 

OSHA classified bricks as poisonous because they release tiny 

amounts of silica if sawed. The fact is, of course, that bricks, being 

hard ceramic bodies, are rarely sawed. In 1994, after three years of 
litigation, OSHA decided bricks were no longer poisonous, and the 
designation was removed. : 

~The Lord's Prayer is 66 words,” reports Americans for Tax Re- 

form, “the Gettysburg Address is 286 words, and there are 1,322 

words in the Declaration of Independence. Yet government reg- 

ulations on the sale of cabbage total 26,911 words.” 


olks, I could fill up five years of Limbaugh Letters with 
nothing but such accounts.! There are now 202 volumes of 
federal regulations; 131,803 pages of rules. The Small 
| Business Administration estimates that small business owners 
spend almost a billion hours a year just filling out govern- 
ment forms, at an annual cost of $100 million. Stephen 
Moore, director of fiscal policy studies at the Cato Institute, calcu- 
lates that regulations add as much as 33 percent to the cost of build- 
ing an airplane engine, and as much as 95 percent to the price of a 
new vaccine. All told, figures William Laffer of the Heritage Found- 
ation, regulation costs America between $881 billion and $1,656 
trillion a year. 
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lIn addition to the press reports | have collected, several of the above stories are cata- 
logued in Red Tape in America: Stories from the Front Line by Craig E Richardson and 
Geoff C. Ziebart, put out by the Heritage Foundation, as well as in The Death af Common 
Sense by Philip K. Howard — both of which 1 highly recommend 
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